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Abstract
Background
Screening for prostate cancer is frequent in high-income countries, including Switzerland.
Notably due to overdiagnosis and overtreatment, various organisations have recently rec-
ommended against routine screening, potentially having an impact on incidence, mortality,
and surgery rates. Our aim was therefore to examine whether secular trends in the inci-
dence and mortality of prostate cancer, and in prostatectomy rates, have recently changed
in Switzerland.
Methods
We conducted a population-based trend study in Switzerland from 1998 to 2012. Cases of
invasive prostate cancer, deaths from prostate cancer, and prostatectomies were analysed.
We calculated changes in age-standardised prostate cancer incidence rates, stratified by
tumor stage (early, advanced), prostate cancer-specific mortality, and prostatectomy rates.
Results
The age-standardised incidence rate of prostate cancer increased greatly in men aged 50–
69 years (absolute mean annual change +4.6/100,000, 95% CI: +2.9 to +6.2) between 1998
and 2002, and stabilised afterwards. In men aged� 70 years, the incidence decreased
slightly between 1998 and 2002, and more substantially since 2003. The incidence of early
tumor stages increased between 1998 and 2002 only in men aged 50–69 years, and then
stabilised, while the incidence of advanced stages remained stable across both age strata.
The rate of prostatectomy increased markedly until 2002, more so in the 50 to 69 age range
than among men aged� 70 years; it leveled off after 2002 in both age strata. Trends in sur-
gery were driven by radical prostatectomy. Since 1998, the annual age-standardised
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mortality rate of prostate cancer slightly declined in men aged 50–69 years (absolute mean
annual change -0.1/100,000, 95% CI: -0.2 to -0.1) and� 70 years (absolute mean annual
change -0.5/100,000, 95% CI: -0.7 to -0.3).
Conclusions
The increases in the incidence of early stage prostate cancer and prostatectomy observed
in Switzerland among men younger than 70 years have concomitantly leveled off around
2002/2003. Given the decreasing mortality, these trends may reflect recent changes in
screening and clinical workup practices, with a possible attenuation of overdiagnosis and
overtreatment.
Introduction
Prostate cancer is common and a frequent cause of cancer death in the US, and many western
European countries [1]. For instance in Switzerland, it accounts for 30% of all male new cancer
cases and 15% of all male cancer deaths [2]. By the early 1990s, several medical societies issued
guidelines for routine screening with prostate-specific antigen (PSA) testing with or without
digital rectal examination, initially without evidence from randomised trials supporting
screening effectiveness [3]. The two largest trials, the European Randomised Study of Screen-
ing for Prostate Cancer (ERSPC) and the Prostate, Lung, Colorectal, and Ovarian (PLCO)
Cancer Screening Trial indicate that screening could reduce prostate cancer mortality, but
with substantial harms notably due to overdiagnosis and overtreatment [4, 5]. Several organi-
sations, including the US Preventive Services Task Force (USPSTF) in 2012 and the Swiss
Medical Board in 2011 therefore recommended against routine PSA-based screening [6, 7]. In
2018, results from the Cluster Randomized Trial of PSA Testing for Prostate Cancer (CAP) in
UK showed that even a low-intensity strategy aiming to reduce overdiagnosis leads to an
increased detection of low-risk prostate cancer cases, without decrease in prostate cancer mor-
tality [8]. The same year the USPSTF has partly upgraded its recommendation to support indi-
vidualized decision making for prostate cancer screening (C recommendation) in men aged 55
to 69 only [9].
Changes in screening practice has effects on prostate cancer incidence. Hence, following
the 2012 USPSTF recommendation against screening, prostate cancer incidence has decreased
in the US, predominantly for early-stage and low-grade cancer, without substantial concurrent
changes in mortality [10]. If screening causes overdiagnosis and overtreatment [11–15], then
less screening -and associated workup practice- should lead to reductions in both incidence
and surgery rates for prostate cancer. To date, however, whether the decrease in incidence is
paralleled with a decrease in the rate of prostatectomy has not been shown. To our knowledge,
no previous study has analysed concomitantly secular trends in incidence, mortality, and sur-
gery of prostate cancer in a whole country.
Our aim was therefore to assess recent secular trends in incidence, mortality, and surgery
for prostate cancer using exhaustive and high quality data on the whole population of
Switzerland.
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
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Methods
Study design
We conducted population-based temporal trend analyses of incidence and mortality rates of
prostate cancer, and of prostatectomy rates in Switzerland between 1998 and 2012.
Data sources and case definition
Registry data for cancer cases and mortality. In Switzerland, cancer registration is orga-
nised regionally with a high level of completeness [16]. Data on all new cancer cases are col-
lected, documented, and recorded by population-based regional cancer registries. The
National Institute for Cancer Epidemiology and Registration (NICER, www.nicer.org) com-
piles and aggregates this data. Quality control procedures are based on the guidelines from the
European Network of Cancer Registries [17]. In 2012, NICER data covered 68% of the Swiss
population.
For our analyses, we used all prostate cancer cases (International Classification of Diseases
for Oncology, 3rd edition (ICD-O-3) [18]: C61) recorded in Swiss cancer registries between
1998 and 2012. Tumor stage (early, advanced) was defined according to recent oncology
guidelines using the pathological TNM classification (www.uicc.org/resources/tnm). Stage I
(T1-2a) and stage II (IIA = T2b, IIB = T2c) tumors were defined as early (localised) cancers,
whereas stage III (T3a-b) and stage IV (T4N0M0, all N1, all M1) tumors were defined as
advanced cancers. Trends by stage were limited to Swiss regions for which staging was docu-
mented in over 90% of cases each year (Fribourg, Geneva and Valais) to allow reliable analyses.
Grading was available but could not be used due to substantial Gleason score reclassification
over time, a known artefactual shift in grading of prostate cancer by pathologists [19].
Analyses were stratified across three age groups according to usual screening activity: under
50 years (screening not recommended), 50–69 years (screening recommended or not depend-
ing on medical society), and 70 years and above (screening usually not recommended).
Hospital data for prostate cancer surgery. Data on prostate cancer surgery were col-
lected from all Swiss inpatient cases using the Federal Statistical Office Hospital Medical Statis-
tics. Surgical procedures are registered by a year-specific Swiss Classification of Surgical
Interventions (CHOP) code [20]. Codes are determined by physicians and checked by trained
medico-administrative staff to ensure their accuracy and completeness. In 2012, 99% of all
hospitals in Switzerland were included with a case coverage of 98% of all admissions.
To analyse trends in surgery between 1998 and 2012, we used year-specific diagnostic
ICD-O-3 and CHOP codes. We identified individuals with a diagnosis of prostate cancer
(ICD-O-3 code: C61) who had prostatectomy during the same year. To distinguish prostatec-
tomies specifically intended for cancer from prostatectomies for other indications resulting in
cancer diagnosis after histological workup, we considered separately “radical prostatectomy”
(CHOP code: 60.5; radical prostatectomy) and “other prostatectomy” (CHOP code: 60.2, 60.3,
60.4; transurethral resection of the prostate, suprapubic prostatectomy, retropubic
prostatectomy).
Statistical analyses. Rates were age-standardised to the most commonly applied 1976
European standard population using mid-year population estimates. We computed annual
prostate cancer incidence rates by tumor stage (early, advanced) and age group (< 50 years,
50–69 years,� 70 years). We further computed annual prostate cancer specific mortality and
prostatectomy rates by age group, and surgical procedure (“radical prostatectomy” versus
“other prostatectomy”). We fitted a linear regression model to estimate the annual mean abso-
lute and relative changes in the standardised rates, with calendar year as predictor variable.
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434 February 4, 2019 3 / 11
Joinpoint statistical software (version 4.3; Surveillance Research Program, National Cancer
Institute, Bethesda, MD) was used to identify and estimate the parameters of the linear model,
to provide their standard errors allowing for heteroscedasticity management, and to test for
statistical significance of trends. Cut-points obtained for incidence, mortality, and prostatec-
tomy trends were used for the sub-analysis stratified by age group or tumor stage. To assess
the robustness of the defined age groups and of our a priori strict inclusion criterion for the
degree of stage completeness, we performed sensitivity analyses excluding men 70–74 years
and including regions with at least 60% of stage information, respectively. Statistical analyses
were performed with STATA (version 14) and R (version 3.3.1).
Ethics. Only de-identified and publicly available aggregated data were used. There was no
threat to patient confidentiality. According to the Swiss Human Research Act (Human-
forschungsgesetz), no ethical approval or trial registration is needed for such analyses. Our
study protocol was agreed upon by NICER. The SFSO allowed the analyses and publication of
predefined hospital data (contract 150 556).
Results
Between 1998 and 2012, 51,986 new cases of prostate cancer were registered. The number of
cases and deaths, and the age-adjusted incidence and mortality rates by year and age group are
reported in S1 Table. Between 1998 and 2003, the incidence of prostate cancer increased from
53.7/100,000 to 72.2/100,000 in men aged 50–69 years, corresponding to a 7% annual increase
(95%CI: +5% to +10%) and an absolute mean annual change of +4.6/100,000 (95%CI: +2.9 to
+6.2) whereas the incidence was overall stable from 2003 to 2012 (Table 1, Fig 1 panel A).
In men aged 70 years and above, the incidence of prostate cancer decreased from 65.1/
100,000 to 47.2/100,000 between 1998 and 2012, corresponding to a 1% annual decrease (95%
CI: -2% to 0%) between 1998 and 2003, and a 2% annual decrease (95%CI: -3% to -1%)
between 2003 and 2012 (Table 1, Fig 1 panel B).
The incidence of early and advanced prostate cancer by year and age group is reported in
S2 Table. In men aged 50–69 years, the age-standardised incidence of early cancer increased
by 11% per year (95%CI: +6% to +16%) between 1998 and 2003, corresponding to an absolute
mean annual increase of +4.2/100,000 (95%CI: +2.2 to +6.2), and leveled off between 2003 and
2012. The age-standardised incidence of advanced prostate cancer varied between 16.3 and
27.1/100,000 during the 1998 to 2012 time period without noticeable trend. In men aged 70
years and above, no statistically significant trend was observed in the incidence of early or
advanced prostate cancer (Table 1, Fig 2 panel A and B).
Between 1998 and 2012, 9,397 deaths from prostate cancer occurred (S1 Table). Mortality
from prostate cancer decreased steadily and significantly throughout the study period across
both age strata (Table 1, Fig 1 panel A and B). The decrease was estimated at 3% per year (95%
CI: -4% to -1%) in men aged 50–69 years, corresponding to an absolute mean annual change
of -0.1/100,000 (95% CI: -0.2 to -0.1) and 2% per year (95%CI: -3% to -1%) in men aged 70
and above, that is, an absolute mean annual change of -0.5/100,000 (95%CI: -0.7 to -0.3)
(Table 1).
The annual distribution of the 51,947 cases of prostatectomy registered in Switzerland
between 1998 and 2012 and the annual rate of prostatectomy by age group are reported in S3
Table. In men aged 50–69 years, the rate of prostatectomy increased by 40% (95%CI: +20% to
+62%) between 1998 and 2002 (absolute mean annual change of +7.6/100,000 (95%CI: +3.6%
to +11.5%)), and leveled off afterwards with a maximal peak of 61.3 prostatectomies/100,000
men in 2007. In men aged 70 years and above, the rate of prostatectomy increased less
markedly than for those aged 50–69 years (relative and absolute annual increase of 10% and
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
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2.1/100,000, respectively, between 1998 and 2002), and was also stable afterwards. Most of the
increase in prostatectomy was ascribed to radical prostatectomy surgery (Table 1). Between
1998 and 2002, the rate of radical prostatectomy increased by 53% (95%CI: +43% to +64%) in
men aged 50–69 years (absolute mean annual change of +6.9/100,000 (95%CI: +5.5; +8.2)),
and by 54% (95%CI: +23%; +84%) in men aged 70 years and above (absolute mean annual
change of +1.3/100,000 (95%CI: +0.6; +2.0)). There was no significant change in trend
between 2002 and 2012, and for “other prostatectomies”.
Cases of prostate cancer, deaths from prostate cancer, and prostatectomies were too few
before age 50 years to allow statistically meaningful temporal trend analyses (S1 and S3
Tables).
Table 1. Trends in the incidence and mortality of prostate cancer, and in the incidence of prostatectomy in Switzerland by age group, 1998–2012. All rates are
directly standardised to the European population (per 100,000 inhabitants).
50–69 years old 70+ years old
Absolute annual mean change
in rate [per 100,000]
95% CI Relative change
per year [%]
95% CI Absolute annual mean change
in rate [per 100,000]
95% CI Relative change
per year [%]
95% CI
Incidence
1998–2003 +4.6 [2.9;6.2] +7% [5;10] -0.8 [-1.4;-
0.2]
-1% [-2;0]
2003–2012 -0.3 [-1.1;0.5] 0% [-1;1] -1.5 [-2.2;-
0.9]
-2% [-3;-1]
Incidence by
stage†
Early
1998–2003 +4.2 [2.2;6.2] +11% [6;16] +0.7 [-2.1;3.5] +3% [-8;14]
2003–2012 +0.6 [0.8;2.0] +1% [-1;4] +0.1 [-0.4;0.6] 0% [-1;2]
Advanced
1998–2003 -0.4 [-2.5;1.6] -2% [-9;6] +1.1 [-0.5;2.6] +6% [-3;16]
2003–2012 0.0 [-0.6;0.6] 0% [-3;3] -0.2 [-0.6;0.2] -1% [-4;1]
Unknown
1998–2003 0.0 [-0.3;0.4] +1% [-15;18] -0.4 [-1.0;0.2] -6% [-14;3]
2003–2012 +0.4 [0.2;0.6] +30% [13;48] +0.2 [-0.2;0.5] +3% [-3;9]
Mortality� -0.1 [-0.2;-
0.1]
-3% [-4;-1] -0.5 [-0.7;-
0.3]
-2% [-3;-1]
Prostatec-tomy
rate‡
All
1998–2002 +7.6 [3.6;11.5] +40% [20;62] +2.1 [0.9;3.3] +10% [5;16]
2002–2012 +1.1 [0.2;2.0] +2% [0;4] +0.4 [0.2;0.6] +1% [1;2]
Radical
1998–2002 +6.9 [5.5;8.2] +53% [43;64] +1.3 [0.6;2.0] +54% [23;84]
2002–2012 +0.8 [0.0;1.6] +2% [0;4] +0.5 [0.4;0.6] +7% [5;9]
Other
1998–2002 +0.4 [-0.5;1.2] +7% [-8;21] +0.9 [0.0;1.8] +5% [0;10]
2002–2012 +0.3 [0.1;0.4] +4% [2;6] 0.0 [-0.2;0.1] 0% [-1;0]
Data sources:
�National Institute of Cancer Epidemiology and Registration (NICER);
†NICER limited to 3 regions (Fribourg, Geneva, Valais);
‡Federal Statistical Office (FSO) Hospital Medical Statistics.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434.t001
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Discussion
Among men younger than 70 years in Switzerland, we found concomitant increases in pros-
tate cancer incidence and prostatectomy rates between 1998 and 2002/2003, followed by a
recent stabilisation until 2012. The incidence trends were mainly driven by early-stage prostate
cancer and the surgery trends by radical prostatectomy. Among men aged 70 years or older,
the incidence slightly decreased between 1998 and 2012, with a more rapid decrease since
2003. Mortality from prostate cancer steadily decreased in both age groups between 1998 and
2012. These trends altogether may reflect recent changes in screening and clinical workup
practices, particularly for men aged 50 to 69 years, with a possible attenuation of overdiagnosis
and overtreatment.
Our results are overall consistent with other epidemiological studies. In the US, SEER data
indicated that prostate cancer incidence increased for decades up to 1992 before substantially
Fig 1. Age-standardised (European population) incidence, mortality, and prostatectomy rates for prostate cancer by age group (A: 50–69
years, B:� 70 years) in Switzerland, 1998–2012. Data source: National Institute of Cancer Epidemiology and Registration (NICER) and Federal
Statistical Office (FSO) Hospital Medical Statistics.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434.g001
Fig 2. Age-standardised (European population) incidence rates of prostate cancer by stage and age group (A: 50–69 years, B:� 70 years) in
Switzerland, 1998–2012. Data source: National Institute of Cancer Epidemiology and Registration (NICER), limited to 3 regions (Fribourg (FR),
Geneva (GE), Valais (VS)).
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434.g002
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
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declining from 2011–2012 in men aged 50 years or over, with a large decrease in early-stage
prostate cancer [10]. However, the incidence of distant-stage disease has slightly increased in
the US since 2010 alongside a levelling off in the mortality decline [10, 21]. These recent results
did not concur with our observations for Switzerland.
In Germany, an increase in incidence of prostate cancer up to 2003 was also observed, pre-
dominantly for early stage cancers and men aged 60–69 years, with a continuous decrease in
mortality between 1999 and 2005 [22]. In the US, incidence and stage-specific trends coincided
with the USPSTF recommendation against routine PSA screening, whereas in Switzerland, the
stabilisation in trends preceded a 2011 recommendation against routine screening [7].
Changes towards less PSA screening in Switzerland may have occurred before this recommen-
dation. Our finding concurred with a recent regional Swiss study which reported an increase
in incidence of prostate cancer in men aged under 65 years in the canton of Zurich up to 2002
and in canton of Ticino up to 2007, followed by a decline [23]. If this trend were to continue in
Switzerland, the incidence of early-stage prostate cancer could decrease. Although our analyses
were limited to the time period 1998–2012, an increase in the incidence of prostate cancer has
been observed since 1983 in Switzerland and attributed to the effect of PSA screening [2].
Others have observed correlations between incidence and surgery rates [24, 25]. Ellison
et al. reported a doubling in radical prostatectomy rate in the US between 1989 and 1992 fol-
lowed by a decrease between 1992 and 1995 [24]. This decrease was most pronounced in older
persons, dropping by 51% in men aged 70–74 and by 71% in men aged 75 years and over. In
contrast, rates of radical prostatectomy continued to increase in younger men (50–69 years) in
the US over the same time period by 8 to 30% depending on the 5 year age group. Increase in
treatment rates, particularly radical prostatectomy, in parallel to a rising incidence of prostate
cancer during the PSA era with an age and stage migration toward younger age and early stage
were also reported in Sweden and in the US [25, 26].
Alternative hypotheses could potentially explain the observed prostate incidence and sur-
gery trends. The increasing incidence could be attributed to the increased use of transurethral
resection (TURP) for benign prostate hypertrophy (BPH) from 1970 onwards, where pathol-
ogy specimens led to discovery of prostate cancer [27]. Furthermore, the greater use of core
biopsies and the modification of the Gleason Grading System (2005) could give rise to more
diagnoses of prostate cancer. However, as this latter change occurred after the observed level-
ing off, it is unlikely to explain our results. Both the increased use of TURP and the perfor-
mance of more core biopsies contribute mainly to an increase in incidence of early prostate
cancer, further supporting overdiagnosis, but cannot explain the different trend by age group.
The introduction of α-antagonists and 5-α-reductase inhibitors in 1993 as medical treatment
for BPH resulted in a decrease in transurethral resections and subsequently histological
workup in men over 70 years [28], and could partly explain the discrepant incidence trends
between age groups. Improvement over time in prostate cancer staging from additional infor-
mation provided by novel diagnostic technologies (e.g. ultrasound, bone imaging) might lead
to an upward shift in stage distribution. This cannot explain our stage-specific trends as this
shift would tend to decrease the incidence of early stage cancers while increasing the incidence
of advanced prostate cancers over time.
Better treatment with refined surgical approaches, new modes of radiation, and the intro-
duction of anti-androgen therapy and chemotherapy are the main recognised contributors to
the declining prostate cancer mortality [29]. This is supported by the decreasing mortality rate
observed in all age groups, even those ages for which prostate cancer screening was less fre-
quent and not recommended. In Switzerland, a steady decline in prostate cancer mortality has
been observed since at least 1983 [2], and predates the PSA era. Additionally, a decrease in
mortality is also reported in countries without widespread use of PSA screening, such as the
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
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UK [1]. Like in Canada [30], but unlike in the US [1], we observed a larger absolute but smaller
relative mortality reduction in men older than 70 years.
Our study has several strengths. First, our analyses rely on population-based and high qual-
ity data, including cancer registries and nationwide hospital-based statistics. Second, we ana-
lysed trends in prostate cancer and surgery during the same time period to compare incidence,
mortality, and prostatectomy rates. Third, we used established statistical methods and per-
formed sensitivity analyses about both the allocation of men aged 70–74 years to a 70 and over
rather than a 50–74 age group, and our restrictive inclusion criterion for completeness of stage
information (60% instead of 90% of cases).
Our study has also limitations, as mentioned in our previous study based on the same type
of data and analysis [31]. A sustained increase in incidence confined to early stage tumours,
without concomitant increase in mortality of, and a parallel increase in surgery for, prostate
cancer can only be suggestive of overdiagnosis and resulting overtreatment, respectively, but
no inference can be made. [13, 31, 32]. Although population coverage by Swiss cancer regis-
tries is not nationwide, prostate cancer trends do probably not differ substantially across
regions, in particular by stage [2]. Thus, the restriction of tumor stage analyses to regions for
which staging was nearly systematically documented appears unlikely to alter materially our
findings. Surgery coding practices may differ between hospitals and change over time. These
are general and well-known issues of studies using medico-administrative data [31, 33]. How-
ever, we have taken account of the changes in the coding of prostate surgery over time. Fur-
ther, as prostate surgeries are major procedures, the probability of cases not being registered
and coded is very low. Finally, although systematically recorded, grading information could
not be used since a well-known artefactual shift in Gleason score classification from low to
high-grade prostate cancer over time prevents any reliable interpretation of temporal trends
by grading [19, 34].
In conclusion, the recent leveling off in the incidence of early stage prostate cancer and
prostatectomy, along with a stable incidence trend of advanced prostate cancer and a long-
standing decrease in prostate cancer mortality for men aged 50 to 69 years suggests that recent
favorable changes have occurred in screening and clinical workup practices in Switzerland.
The recent stabilisation in incidence of early stage prostate cancers, without any unfavourable
impact on trends in advanced prostate cancers and mortality, should contribute to reduce
harms from prostate cancer screening. Effective screening strategy for prostate cancer remains
to be designed. To reduce overtreatment, active surveillance should be considered for men
with low risk prostate cancer [35], and further research on this topic is needed. Meanwhile,
careful patients and treatments selection is warranted to preserve the benefits and reduce
downstream harms of treatment.
Supporting information
S1 Table. Number of primary invasive cases of prostate cancer, of prostate cancer deaths,
and age-standardised (European population) incidence and mortality rates of prostate
cancer per 100,000 inhabitants by year and age group in Switzerland, 1998–2012.
(DOCX)
S2 Table. Age-standardised (European population) incidence rates of prostate cancer per
100,000 inhabitants, by year and stage in Switzerland, 1998–2012.
(DOCX)
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434 February 4, 2019 8 / 11
S3 Table. Annual numbers and age-standardised (European population) rate of prostatec-
tomy per 100,000 inhabitants and age group in Switzerland, 1998–2012.
(DOCX)
Acknowledgments
The Swiss cancer data used in these analyses was supplied by the Coordination Center (Feller
A) of the Foundation National Institute for Cancer Epidemiology and Registration (NICER)
and its partner registries in cantons Basel, Fribourg, Geneva, Glarus & Graubu¨nden, Luzern &
Obwalden & Nidwalden & Uri, Neuchaaˆtel & Jura, St. Gallen & Appenzell, Thurgau, Ticino,
Valais, Vaud, Zu¨rich & Zug.
Members of the NICER Working Group for these analyses included: Mousavi M (Basel),
Camey B (Fribourg), Bouchardy C (Geneva), Frick H (Glarus & Graubu¨nden & St. Gallen),
Diebold J (Luzern & Obwalden & Nidwalden & Uri), Maspoli M (Neuchaˆtel & Jura), Schmidt
A (Thurgau), Bordoni A (Ticino), Blanc Moya R (Vaud), and Rohrmann S (Zu¨rich & Zug).
Bulliard JL (Vaud) and Konzelmann I (Valais) are co-authors and acting on behalf of the
NICER working group.
Author Contributions
Conceptualization: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Drahomir Aujesky, Nicolas
Rodondi, Simon Germann, Isabelle Konzelmann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Data curation: Arnaud Chiolero, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Formal analysis: Arnaud Chiolero, Simon Germann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Funding acquisition: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Drahomir Aujesky, Nicolas
Rodondi, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Investigation: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Drahomir Aujesky, Nicolas Rodondi,
Simon Germann, Isabelle Konzelmann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Methodology: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Drahomir Aujesky, Nicolas Rodondi,
Simon Germann, Isabelle Konzelmann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Project administration: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero.
Resources: Arnaud Chiolero, Isabelle Konzelmann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Software: Arnaud Chiolero, Simon Germann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Supervision: Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Validation: Arnaud Chiolero, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Visualization: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Simon Germann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Writing – original draft: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
Writing – review & editing: Sabrina Jegerlehner, Arnaud Chiolero, Drahomir Aujesky, Nico-
las Rodondi, Simon Germann, Isabelle Konzelmann, Jean-Luc Bulliard.
References
1. Bray F, Ferlay J, Soerjomataram I, Siegel RL, Torre LA, Jemal A. Global cancer statistics 2018: GLO-
BOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 countries. CA Cancer J
Clin 2018; 68(6):394–424. https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492 PMID: 30207593
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434 February 4, 2019 9 / 11
2. Arndt V, Feller A, Hauri D, Heusser R, Junker C, Kuehni C, et al. Le cancer en Suisse, rapport 2015.
Etat des lieux et e´volution. Neuchaˆtel, Switzerland: Federal Statistical Office, National Institute for Can-
cer Epidemiology and Registration, Swiss Childhood Cancer Registry; 2016.
3. Brett AS, Ablin RJ. Prostate-cancer screening–what the U.S. Preventive Services Task Force left out. N
Engl J Med 2011; 365(21):1949–51. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMp1112191
4. Andriole GL, Crawford ED, Grubb RL 3rd, Buys SS, Chia D, Church TR, et al. Prostate cancer screen-
ing in the randomized Prostate, Lung, Colorectal, and Ovarian Cancer Screening Trial: mortality results
after 13 years of follow-up. J Natl Cancer Inst 2012; 104(2):125–32. https://doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djr500
PMID: 22228146
5. Schro¨der FH, Hugosson J, Roobol MJ, Tammela TL, Ciatto S, Nelen V, et al. Prostate-cancer mortality
at 11 years of follow-up. N Engl J Med 2012; 366(11):981–90. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1113135
PMID: 22417251
6. Moyer VAU. S. Preventive Services Task Force. Screening for prostate cancer: U.S. Preventive Ser-
vices Task Force recommendation statement. Ann Intern Med 2012; 157(2):120–34. https://doi.org/10.
7326/0003-4819-157-2-201207170-00459 PMID: 22801674
7. Swiss Medical Board. Le test PSA n’est pas approprie´ au de´pistage pre´coce du cancer de la prostate
[PSA test is not suitable for early detection of prostate cancer]. Bull Med Suisses 2011; 92(48):1857.
8. Martin RM, Donovan JL, Turner EL, Metcalfe C, Young GJ, Walsh EI, et al. Effect of a Low-Intensity
PSA-Based Screening Intervention on Prostate Cancer Mortality: The CAP Randomized Clinical Trial.
JAMA 2018; 319(9):883–95. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2018.0154 PMID: 29509864
9. U. S. Preventive Services Task Force. Screening for Prostate Cancer: US Preventive Services Task
Force Recommendation Statement. JAMA 2018; 319(18):1901–13. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2018.
3710 PMID: 29801017
10. Negoita S, Feuer EJ, Mariotto A, Cronin KA, Petkov VI, Hussey SK, et al. Annual Report to the Nation
on the Status of Cancer, part II: Recent changes in prostate cancer trends and disease characteristics.
Cancer 2018; 124(13):2801–14. https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.31549 PMID: 29786851
11. Bulliard JL, Chiolero A. Screening and overdiagnosis: public health implications. Public Health Rev
2015; 36:8. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40985-015-0012-1 PMID: 29450036
12. Draisma G, Boer R, Otto SJ, van der Cruijsen IW, Damhuis RA, Schroder FH, et al. Lead times and
overdetection due to prostate-specific antigen screening: estimates from the European Randomized
Study of Screening for Prostate Cancer. J Natl Cancer Inst 2003; 95(12):868–78. PMID: 12813170
13. Etzioni R, Gulati R, Mallinger L, Mandelblatt J. Influence of study features and methods on overdiagno-
sis estimates in breast and prostate cancer screening. Ann Intern Med 2013; 158(11):831–8. https://doi.
org/10.7326/0003-4819-158-11-201306040-00008 PMID: 23732716
14. Loeb S, Bjurlin MA, Nicholson J, Tammela TL, Penson DF, Carter HB, et al. Overdiagnosis and over-
treatment of prostate cancer. Eur Urol 2014; 65(6):1046–55. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2013.12.
062 PMID: 24439788
15. Moynihan R, Henry D, Moons KG. Using evidence to combat overdiagnosis and overtreatment: evaluat-
ing treatments, tests, and disease definitions in the time of too much. PLoS Med 2014; 11(7):e1001655.
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1001655 PMID: 24983872
16. Lorez M, Bordoni A, Bouchardy C, Bulliard JL, Camey B, Dehler S, et al. Evaluation of completeness of
case ascertainment in Swiss cancer registration. Eur J Cancer Prev 2017; 26:S139–S46. https://doi.
org/10.1097/CEJ.0000000000000380 PMID: 28574868
17. Working Group of the International Association of Cancer Registries. Guidelines on confidentiality for
population-based cancer registration. Eur J Cancer Prev 2005; 14(4):309–27. PMID: 16030421
18. World Health Organization. International Classification of Diseases for Oncology (ICD-O), third edition.
Geneva: WHO; 2000.
19. Albertsen PC, Hanley JA, Barrows GH, Penson DF, Kowalczyk PD, Sanders MM, et al. Prostate cancer
and the Will Rogers phenomenon. J Natl Cancer Inst 2005; 97(17):1248–53. https://doi.org/10.1093/
jnci/dji248 PMID: 16145045
20. Federal Statistical Office. Schweizerische Operationsklassifikation (CHOP). Neuchaˆtel, Switzerland:
Federal Statistical Office.
21. Li J, Siegel DA, King JB. Stage-specific incidence rates and trends of prostate cancer by age, race, and
ethnicity, United States, 2004–2014. Ann Epidemiol 2018; 28(5):328–30. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
annepidem.2018.03.001
22. Rohde V, Weidner W, Katalinic A. Decrease in prostate cancer incidence and mortality in Germany—
effects of opportunistic PSA screening or more? Urol Int 2009; 83(2):134–40. https://doi.org/10.1159/
000230012
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434 February 4, 2019 10 / 11
23. Wanner M, Richard A, Matthes K, Ortelli L, Lorez M, Korol D, et al. Trends in prostate cancer incidence
between 1996 and 2013 in two Swiss regions by age, grade, and T-stage. Cancer Causes Control
2018; 29(2):269–77. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10552-017-0993-9 PMID: 29204913
24. Ellison LM, Heaney JA, Birkmeyer JD. Trends in the use of radical prostatectomy for treatment of pros-
tate cancer. Eff Clin Pract 1999; 2(5):228–33. PMID: 10623055
25. Stephenson RA, Stanford JL. Population-based prostate cancer trends in the United States: patterns of
change in the era of prostate-specific antigen. World J Urol 1997; 15(6):331–5. PMID: 9436281
26. Varenhorst E, Garmo H, Holmberg L, Adolfsson J, Damber JE, Hellstrom M, et al. The National Prostate
Cancer Register in Sweden 1998–2002: trends in incidence, treatment and survival. Scand J Urol
Nephrol 2005; 39(2):117–23. https://doi.org/10.1080/00365590510007793
27. Merrill RM, Feuer EJ, Warren JL, Schussler N, Stephenson RA. Role of transurethral resection of the
prostate in population-based prostate cancer incidence rates. Am J Epidemiol 1999; 150(8):848–60.
PMID: 10522656
28. Schro¨der FH, Roobol MJ. Prostate cancer epidemic in sight? Eur Urol 2012; 61(6):1093–5. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.eururo.2012.03.019 PMID: 22464308
29. Haines IE, Gabor Miklos GL. Prostate-specific antigen screening trials and prostate cancer deaths: the
androgen deprivation connection. J Natl Cancer Inst 2013; 105(20):1534–9. https://doi.org/10.1093/
jnci/djt248 PMID: 24092918
30. Dickinson J, Shane A, Tonelli M, Connor Gorber S, Joffres M, Singh H, et al. Trends in prostate cancer
incidence and mortality in Canada during the era of prostate-specific antigen screening. CMAJ Open
2016; 4(1):E73–9. https://doi.org/10.9778/cmajo.20140079 PMID: 27280117
31. Jegerlehner S, Bulliard JL, Aujesky D, Rodondi N, Germann S, Konzelmann I, et al. Overdiagnosis and
overtreatment of thyroid cancer: A population-based temporal trend study. PLoS One 2017; 12(6):
e0179387. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179387 PMID: 28614405
32. Welch HG, Black WC. Overdiagnosis in cancer. J Natl Cancer Inst 2010; 102(9):605–13. https://doi.org/
10.1093/jnci/djq099 PMID: 20413742
33. Jorm L. Routinely collected data as a strategic resource for research: priorities for methods and work-
force. Public Health Res Pract 2015; 25(4):e2541540. https://doi.org/10.17061/phrp2541540 PMID:
26536502
34. Ghani KR, Grigor K, Tulloch DN, Bollina PR, McNeill SA. Trends in reporting Gleason score 1991 to
2001: changes in the pathologist’s practice. Eur Urol 2005; 47(2):196–201. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
eururo.2004.07.029 PMID: 15661414
35. de Carvalho TM, Heijnsdijk EA, de Koning HJ. Estimating the risks and benefits of active surveillance
protocols for prostate cancer: a microsimulation study. BJU Int 2017; 119(4):560–6. https://doi.org/10.
1111/bju.13542 PMID: 27222299
Incidence and surgery trends for prostate cancer
PLOS ONE | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0210434 February 4, 2019 11 / 11
